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Current Topics. 


The Lord Chancellor. 

THE congratulations of both branches of the profession will 
be very cordially given to Lord Hatssury, who attains the age 
of eighty on the 8rd inst. He has not yet reached the quarter 
of a century for which Lord Epon held the Chancellorship, and 
Lord Harpwicxe, who was Lord Chancellor from 1737 to 1756, 
saw nineteen years of office. But the eclipse of the Whi ; party, 
to which Lord Expon owed his long term, has been eal ed by 
the seclusion of the Liberal party in these latter days, and Lord 
Ha.ssury makes a good third with his seventeen years. It is 
fifty-five years since he was called to the bar, and thirty since 
he became Solicitor-General. In 1885 he commenced his first 
Chancellorship, and with but slight intervals he has held office 
until the present time. 


Lord Dunboyne. 


Ir 1s understood that Lord Dunsorne, who is the Senior Master 
of the King’s Bench Division and King’s Remembrancer, has 
intimated his intention of resigning at the close of the Long 
Vacation. He was called to the bar in 1869 and appointed 
master, as Master Butter, in 1874. He succeeded to the title 
in 1899 and is an Irish representative peer. 


The Legislation of the Year. 

WE commence printing this week the statutes of the past 
session; but the output of Parliament is probably the smallest 
on record, and there is very little new legislation of any interest. 
The Railway Fires Act, 1905 (5 Ed. 7, c. 11), imposes on railway 
companies liability to make good damage to crops caused by 
sparks or cinders emitted from engines, and thus removes the 
exemption which the companies have hitherto enjoyed in con- 
sequence of their operations being authorized by statute. The 
Act does not come into operation till the Ist of January, 1908. 
The Churches (Scotland) Act, 1905 (c. 12), removes the diffi- 
culties caused by the recent decision of the House of Lords in 
Free Church of Scotland v. Lord Overtoun (1904, A. C. 515). It 
provides for the establishment of a commission to allocate 
church property between the Free Church and the United Free 
Church, and empowers the General Assembly of the Established 
Church to alter its formula of subscription from time to time, 
The latter enactment may prove a strong precedent. The 
Aliens Act (c. 13) places a check upon alien immigration and 
confers upon the Home Secretary power to expel undesirable 
aliens. It comes into operation on the Ist of January, 1906. 
The Trade-Marks Act (c. 15) we have recently noticed (ante, 
p- 710). The Unemployed Workmen Act (c. 18) is last of the 
statutes, and is perhaps the most striking instance of the 
socialistic legislation which, as Mr. Dicey has recently told us, is 
the tendency of these times. 


Reversing Judgments of the House of Lords. 


In a pamphlet published under the title of The Appellate 
Jurisdiction of the House of Lords and of the Full Parliament 
(John Murray) Mr. J. W. Gorpon raises a novel contention as 
to the functions performed by Parliament when a ng rid by 
statute of the effect of a decision of the House of s. ‘It is 
very strange,” he says, “ that the judicial character of the High 
Court of Parliament in full session should have become so 
obscured as it has in recent times, and it is doubly strange 
that the exercise of judicial functions by the House of Commons 
should have in a — sense passed out of observation.” This 
he attributes to the fact that our judicial machinery works 
smoothly and that there is seldom any dissatisfaction felt with 
the exercise by the House of Lords of its appellate jurisdiction. 
But he suggests that the case of the Free Church of Scotland 
is an exception, and, writing before the recent Churches 
(Scotland) Act, he raises the question whether the appeal 
to the Legislature which was necessitated by that decision was 


_ to be consideréd under the form of an appeal from the House of 


Lords to the full Parliament, and to be ed as a judgment on 
the merits awarded by Parliament sitting as the final appellate 
cow of this realm; or so be in o ate opie ‘il 
‘acto penn by the supreme legislature ost people wi 
probably al Wee clear that the latter view is correct, and 
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that when the Legislature intervenes for the purpose of getting 
rid of a decision of the House of Lords as the final court of 
appeal, it does not do so in the exercise of any judicial functions, 
but by virtue of its sovereign power. And in general this 
seems to be established by the consideration that the proper 
course for the Legislature is not to interfere in the particular 
case, the decision of which has given dissatisfaction, but to pass 
a law which shall avoid such decisions for the future. We take 
it, however, that Mr. Gorpon would not contend that there was 
anything judicial in this. His point appears to be that the 
Legislature may intervene in the particular case, and 
that when it does so it intervenes by virtue of its 
supreme judicial functions, and he supports his thesis by 
precedents ancient and modern. The interference of equity to 
correct the common law he ascribes ultimately to Parliament, and 
he specifies instances in which Parliament has dealt by statute with 
cases where relief against the ordinary law was urgently required. 
He regards an Act of 1827 by which the fraudulent and enforced 
marriage of Miss Turner to Epwarp Grsson WAKEFELD was 
annulled as a case in which Parliament confessedly acted in a 
judicial capacity to give relief upon general principles of equity 
© a = who could have no adequate remedy by the law of 
e . 


Appeals to Parliament. 


Mr. Gorpon draws the conclusion that there is a constitu- 
tional power in Parliament to hear an appeal from the actual 
judgment of the House of Lords, and to re-try the whole matter 
in controversy. The aid of the judges and of other lawyers may 
be invoked upon any points of law involved, but at the same 
time with perfect liberty to brush aside any technical legal 
difficulties that may hamper the free exercise of the rule of 
reason and good conscience. And he supports this by reference 
to Coxz and Hatz and other authorities, and in particular by 
the right of the subject to present a petition to the full Parlia- 
ment for reversal of a judgment of attainder. But it is doubtful 
whether these authorities, if they support Mr. Gornon’s conten- 
tion, can be said to govern the functions of Parliament at the 
= day. Mr. Gorpon also refers to the Scotch appeal of 

Gavin v. Stewart in 1831, where Lord Wrnrorp, who pro- 
nounced the judgment of the House of Lords, inadvertently 
ordered a new trial by special jury. As the special jury was 
unknown to Scots law this threatened an impasse which 
could only be cured by special Act, and a Bill for the 
purpose was introduced; but the difficulty was got over by 
drawing up the order without the word ‘‘ special.” The 
question arose in Bright v. Hutton (3 H.L. C. 341), whether the 
House of Lords was competent to correct a previous erroneous 
decision, or whether the Legislature must interfere, but the point 
was avoided by distinguishing the decision in question—Hutton 
v. Upfill (2H. L. C. 674)—though in fact it was overruled. 
More recently, as is well known, the matter has been discussed 
in London Street Tramways Co, v, London County Council (1898, 
A. C. 375), and it was held that “‘a decision of the House of 
Lords on a question of law is conclusive and binds the 
House in subsequent cases. An erroneous decision can 
be set right only by Act of Parliament.” But Mr. 
Gorpon finds support for his argument in the judg- 
ment of Lord Harssury, ©. “The result,” he says 
“is so stated in the head-note, and perhaps it may be thought 
that legislation such, for instance, as the Thellusson Act, which 
altered the law for the future but left the particular case un- 
touched, is intended by these words. But the actual language 
of the Lord Chancellor in delivering judgment is more precise. 
He says ‘nothing but an Act of Parliament can set right that 
tohich 1s alleged to be wrong in a judgment of this House.’”” These 
words Mr. Gorpon regards as chosen “ for the express purpose 
of asserting the power of the full Parliament to deal with all 
kinds of error in the judgments of the House of Lords, and so 
to cover reversal of the judgment itself as well as of the doctrine 
of law contained in it.” Possibly that may be so, but we doubt 
whether, in the event of any such ez post facto legislation, Parlia- 
ment would be exercising judicial functions. It would, as we 
have already said, be curing a miscarriage of justice, not by 
reversing the judgment on appeal, but by intervening as 
sovereign. 





The Liability of County Court Bailiffs. 


An important @cision with reference to the liability of g 
bailiff who sells goods under an execution in the county court 
was given by the Divisional Court (Lord Atversrong, O.J., and 
Kennepy and Rivuey, JJ.) in Jelks v. Hayward (53 W. R. 686), 
In general a bailiff of a county court selling goods under an 
execution is in the same position as a sheriff who sells in pursu. 
ance of an execution issued out of the High Court. “The general 
principle,” said Lord Atversronz in the present case, “is that 
if a sheriff or a county court bailiff sells goods under an execution 
which are not in fact the goods of an execution debtor, and if 
the true owner has a right to take possession of these goods, the 
sheriff or bailiff is liable in an action of trover; and the pur. 
chaser of course does not get a title to the goods.” The position 
of the purchaser, and also of the bailiff, is altered, however, 
by virtue of section 156 of the County Courts Act, 1888, where 
the goods are claimed by the true owner under that section, 
The section enacts that, where a claim is made to goods taken 
in execution, the claimant may deposit with the bailiff either the 
appraised value of the goods or the costs of possession till a 
decision is obtained, or may give security, and ‘‘in default of 
the claimant so doing the bailiff shall sell such goods as if no 
such claim had been made, and shall pay into court the proceeds 
of such sale to abide the decision of the judge.” It was held 
in Goodlock v. Cousins (45 W. R. 369; 1897, 1 Q. B. 558) that 
the latter part of the section operates as a statutory order to the 
bailiff to sell in the event contemplated. Hence if a claim is 
made, but the claimant does not take the steps prescribed by the 
section for preventing a sale, the sale is to go on, and both the 
bailiff and the purchaser will be protected against any claim of 
the claimant. But in order that the section may operate, it is 
necessary that a claim shall have been made to the goods, and 
hence it was held in Crane v. Ormerod (1903, 2 K. B. 37) that, in 
the absence of claim, a purchaser from the bailiff does not acquire 
a title to goods which are not the property of the judgment 
debtor. It was there pointed out that Goodlock v. Cousins was 
no authority for the proposition that where no claim has been 
made, and the bailiff sells, the purchaser gets a good title 
against the real owner of the goods. It follows also, as was 
held in the present case of Jelks v. Hayward (supra), that where 
no claim is made before the sale the bailiff is equally unpro- 
tected. 


Right to Retake Possession under a Hire- 
purchase Agreement. 

Tax case of Jelks v. Hayward (supra) is also important with 
respect to the question of the nature of an outstanding right in 
goods which will make a sheriff or a bailiff liable for selling them, 
The goods in question were held by the judgment debtor upon 
a hire-purchase agreement under which the claimants were to 
have the right to determine the hiring, and retake possession with- 
out notice, in the event of the goods being taken in execution. 
The law appears to be that, in respect of hired goods, the sheriff 
may sell the qualified property of the hirer in the goods, but he 
renders himself liable to the owner if he sells the entire pro 
perty. At the same time, to support his action the owner mus 
shew that as soon as the goods were seized he apprizel 
the sheriff that they were lent for a term only, in order 
that the sheriff may know that he has only a right to sell the 
debtor’s qualified property therein: Dean v. Whittaker (1 0. &P. 
347). This salutary rule, however, does not seem to prevail 
where the action is one of trover, and where the owner has, upom 
the seizure of the goods, an immediate right to possession. 
‘‘ Where,” it is said in Mather’s Sheriff Law, p. 73, ‘‘the exe 
cution debtor is or stands in the position of a mere bailee of 
goods during pleasure, and the owner has therefore an imme 
diate right of possession therein, the latter may maintain trove 
against a sheriff who takes them in execution”; and this 
supported by a reference to Manders v. Williams (4 Ex. 339), 
where a customer of a firm of brewers had been supplied with 
porter in casks upon the terms that the empty casks were to be 
returned. The casks when empty were seized and sold by the 
sheriff, and it was held that he wasliable introver. ‘‘ So soon,” 
said Parxe, B., “as the casks were empty, the right of prv- 
perty and the right of possession sereriat to the plaintiffs, 


[the customer | was in the situation of a mere bailee at pleasure. 
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Jn Jelks v. Hayward the Divisional Court held that this governed 
the right of the owner of goods under a hire-purchase agreement, 
which gives a right to possession without notice in the event of 
the goods being taken in execution. It had been suggested 
that the hirer, since he was going to pay for the goods, was in a 
diferent position from a mere gratuitous bailee at pleasure. 
But it was held that this made no difference. Under the 
hiring agreement there was the immediate right to take 

ion, and the sale was a violation of this right for which 
the bailiff was liable. 





Of Process to Stop the Running of 


the Statute of Limitations. 
Il. 


Administration Action.—The bringing of an action clearly 
stops the running of the statute as against the actual plaintiff, 
but in the administration of estates it frequently happens that 
other persons than the actual plaintiff get the benefit of the 

ings, and then the question arises whether the statute 
is stopped as regards such other persons, either at the commence- 
ment of the proceedings or at any other stage, such as the 
judgment for administration or the bringing in of the claim. It 
was formerly held that when the administration action was 
brought by a creditor on behalf of himself and the other 
creditors, all the creditors who came in under the proceedings in 
the ordinary course were entitled to the benefit of the action, so 
that the statute ceased to run against them as from its commence- 
ment, and though the rule has now been modified, it is scarcely 
possible to understand the present practice without reverting to 
the older law. 

This, for practical purposes, dates from Sterndale v. Hankin- 
sm (1827, 1 Sim. 393). Itis to be remembered that at that 
date real estate of a deceased person in the hands of his devisees 
could be made liable for his specialty debts in which his heirs 
were bound under 3 & 4 Will. & Mary, c. 14, which was made 
perpetual by 6 & 7 Will. 3, c. 14, and real estate in the hands 
of the heir was liable at common law; but real estate was only 
liable for simple contract debts when the deceased had been at 
the time of his death a trader within the meaning of the bank- 
ruptey laws. In such a case the real estate was by 47 Geo. 3, 
sess. 2, c. 74, assets for the payment of all debts, simple contract 
and specialty, though specialty debts in which the heirs were 
bound had priority. Subsequently, the Debts Recovery Act, 
1830 (11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 47), repealed @hese enactments 
and repeated them with amendments, but it was not till the 
Administration of Estates Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 104), 
that the restriction to traders’ estates was abolished, nor till the 
Administration of Estates Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 46), that 
the priority of specialty debts was abolished. 

In Sterndale v. Hankinson (supra) a bill was filed in 1812 by 
creditors of a trader who had died intestate in 1810, on behalf 
of themselves and all other creditors, for administration of his 

and personal estate. A decree was made in 1818, at which 
date all simple contract debts would be barred unless they were 
saved by the commencement of the suit. Upon the ground that 
they were not so saved the master in his report disallowed the 
debts of all creditors except such as were proved by the actual 
Plaintiffs, but this was overruled by Hart, V.C., whose judg- 
ment proceeded upon the ground that creditors were entitled to rely 
upon the institution of a suit by one creditor on behalf of all. 

Every creditor has, to a certain extent, an inchoate interest in 
& sult instituted by one on behalf of himself and the rest; and 
it would be attended with mischievous consequences to estates of 
deceased debtors if the court were to lay down a rule by which 
every creditor would be bound either to file his bill or bring 
his action.” From a dictum of the Vice-Chancellor during the 
argument it might be supposed that he regarded the suit as in 
fact the suit of all the creditors. ‘ This,” said he, ‘‘is not a bill 
filed simply by A., but by A. on behalf of himself and all other 
creditors. Itis in fact a bill by all the creditors.” But this does 
not appear to have been the ground of his judgment. The 


was not binding on a court of equity. Courts of equity follow 
the analogy of the statute, but in so doing they do not press the 
analogy further than convenience requires. ‘‘ Where the 
circumstances of the case are such as to make it against con- 
science to apply the rule founded upon this analogy, the court 
will not enforce it.” The casein question was of this nature. It 
would have involved the estate of the deceased in needless 
expense had each creditor been required to file a separate bill to 
save his debt, and hence the Vice-Chancellor concluded: “TI 
entertain no doubt that every creditor has, after the filing of the 
bill, an inchoate interest in the suit to the extent of its being con- 
sidered as a demand, and to prevent his being shut out, because 
the plaintiff had not obtained a decree within the six years.” 

It will be pointed out subsequently that the rule in Sterndale 
v. Hankinson ee been considerably modified, if not altogether 
abolished, by the judgment of Jzsszt, M.R., in Re Greaves (1881, 
18 Ch. D. 551), but in the meantime it had undergone consider- 
able discussion, both in this country and in Ireland. It would 
have been easier to apply it in subsequent cases had it been 
based definitely upon the principle that an action on behalf of all 
creditors was to be treated for the purpose of the statute as though 
all the creditors were actually plaintiffs. But, as was pointed 
out in Berrington v. Evans (1835, 1 Y. & CO, Ex. 434), it did not 
do this. It did not establish as a general rule that, under all 
circumstances, the filing of a bill by one creditor of A., on behalf 
of himself and all others, would let in the claims of all other 
creditors. The fact that the bill was on behalf of all creditors 
doubtless contributed something to the result, but the case went 
upon the discretion of the court to apply the analogy of the 
statute or not as it thought proper under the circumstances of 
the case, 

In Berrington v. Evans (supra) the question arose upon a claim 
by a judgment creditor, and the case *was subsequent to the 
Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, s. 40, by which an express 
limitation of twenty years had been placed upon suits in equity 
as well as actions at law to recover judgment debts. So far, 
then, as Sterndale v. Hankinson was founded upon the discretion 
of a court of equity to apply the statute or not as it chose, that 
case had no application. ‘‘ The statute,” said Lord Lyypuurst, 
C.B., “‘was intended to put an end altogether to the discretion 
of courts of equity in those cases where they had before acted 
by analogy to the time limited at law. That was an analogy 
founded both in law and good sense, but it no longer remains in 
the discretion of the court, but is incorporated in the statute.” 
At the same time the Chief Baron reserved the question whether 
the suit of A. on behalf of himself and all the creditors might 
not be considered the suit of a creditor B., if the bill was 
filed with his consent, and if he intended to prosecute his 
claim under it. This, however, was not so in the case before 
him. The judgment creditor had allowed twenty years to elapse 
without taking any steps to recover his debt. He then ascer- 
tained that during the twenty years a suit had been instituted 
for the benefit of the specialty creditors, and that in this suit a 
part payment had been made to such of the creditors as had 
proved. There was further money in court, and he applied for 
leave to prove. The judgment was in 1813 ; the decree in 1821 ; 
the master’s report, with a schedule of creditors who had proved, 
was in 1830; and the judgment creditor presented his petition, 
that he might be at liberty to come in under the decree and prove, 
in 1835. Lord Lynpxursr held that this was a proceeding in 
equity which was barred by the statute. ‘‘ The statute says that 
such a claim shall not be made after twenty years, unless in the 
meantime some part of the money, either principal or interest 
thereon, shall have been paid, or some acknowledgment shall have 
been given in writing. These are the only exceptions mentioned 
in the Act. Nothing is said of the case of a bill being filed by 
one creditor for the benefit of the rest.” 

The effect of Berrington v. Hvans, therefore, was that, in a case 
where the Statute of Limitations was a positive bar to the suit 
in equity, a creditor’s suit in general saved the statute only as 
to the actual plaintiff. It might save it also as toa creditor who 
knew of the suit and on that - peeps refrained from bringing a 
suit of his own. It certainly did not save it as a creditor 


who was not aware of the suit. In S¢. John v. Boughton (1838, 


9 Sim. 219) it was held that the debts there in question, which 
ent; but 


were bond debts, had been kept alive by acknow. 
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the case is important for a dictum of SHapwett, V.C., on Stern- 
dale v. Hankinson. A decree for administration was made in 
1833, when, it was stated in argument, twenty years had not run 
against the debts. It was argued that the decree stopped the 
further running of the statute, and Sterndale v. Hankinson was 
quoted as an authority. Whereupon the Vice-Chancellor 
observed: ‘‘ Sterndale v. Hankinson was decided before 3 & 4 
Will. 4, c. 27, was passed. That Act applies to every debt 
attempted to be proved after the 3lst of December, 1833.” 
Thus the opinion of SHapwztt, V.C., seems to have been that 
not even the decree stopped the statute in favour of creditors 
generally. It ran against each until he actually made his claim. 
Sterndale v. Hankinson was also noticed in Watson v. Birch 
(1847, 15 Sim. 523), a case which has caused a good deal of 
d.fficulty. There en annuity creditor, A., filed a bill on behalf 
of himself alone, against B., the debtor’s personal representative, 
and C., who claimed a lien on papers of the debtor which he 
had in his possession, asking for accounts of the debtor's estate ; 
that it might be applied in a due course of administration; and 
that the amount of C.’s lien, if any, might be ascertained and 
paid. Apparently there was no real estate. The decree did not 
follow the prayer of the bill. Itdirected that an account should 
be taken of A.’s debt, and that the amount should be 
paid out of a fund in court; and that if there was a surplus, 
what should be found due to the other incumbrancers should be 
to them ; but it did not direct any account of these incum- 
rances. An account of A.’s debt was taken and it was paid. 
Then C. presented a petition in the suit, praying for an account 
of what was due to him and for payment out of the remainder 
of the fund. It was held that this was the first proceeding in 
respect of ©.’s debt, and that since the statute had run at 
the date of the petition the debt was barred. Neither 
the institution of the suit nor any proceedings in it up to the 
petition stopped the statute. At the beginning of his judgment 
Suapwett, V.C., repeated his observation made in St. John v. 
Boughton that Sterndale v. Hankinson was decided before 3 & 4 
Will. 4, c. 27, was passed, and he held that section 40 barred the 
enforcement of a judgment against personal estate as well as 
against land. Thus it was an absolute bar to C.’s claim unless 
he was entitled to the benefit of the suit. But the suit was by 
A. on behalf of himself alone, and not on behalf of himself and 
the other creditors. Hence it was not what was usually termed 
@ creditor’s suit. Moreover, the bill did not admit that C. was 
a creditor, nor was there in the decree any direction to treat 
him as such. Until he presented his petition there was nothing 
done by which he could derive any benefit from the decree. In 
conclusion, SHapwELL, V.C., observed that the language of the 
statute was imperative, and that it bound the case. C.’s claim 
accordingly was barred. The case may be doubtless explained 
by the form of the proceedings, but it appears really to proceed 
upon the opinion expressed by Suapwet, V.C., in St. John v. 
Boughton (supra), that nothing but the actual claim by the 
creditor will stop the running of the statute. It remains to 
consider the course of decision on the same question in Ireland, 
where it has been much considered, and the recent authorities 
in this country, of which Re Greaves (supra) is the most 

important, 

(Zo be continued.) 








Reviews. 


Books of the Week. 
The Law of Heavy Motor-cars. 


By Donatp Henry PETTITT, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Law of Motor-cars and Motor-cycles. By DonaLD HENRY 
PETTITT, Solicitor of the Supreme Court. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 








In the Vacation Court, on Wednesday, says the Daily News, the Brighton 
Marine Palace and Pier Co. moved for an injunction to restrain the use of 
programmes in the Brighton Palace Pier Theatre which were not in accord- 
ance with the terms of the lease to Mr. Alexander Gonne, who had sub-let 
the theatre to the Philharmonic Dramatic Concert Bureau. The defend- 
ants consented to an injunction pending trial of the action. 





Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Court. 


REX v. BACKHOUSE AND ANOTHER IN A CAUSE REX v. RUSSEL, 
30th August. 


Vacation Bustness—Contempt or Court—Penpinc Triat or Cromyy, 
INFORMATION — CoMMENTs REFLECTING UPON Justices — RULE NIst pop 
ATTACHMENT GRANTED IN VacaTioN—Form or ORDER. 


Application on behalf.of Liverpool justices for a rule nisi for the attach. 
ment or committal of Mr. W H. Spelman, the printer and publisher, ang 
Mr. J. C. Backhouse, the editor, of the Liverpool Freeman, for contempt of 
court. It appeared from the affidavits in support of the application that 
on the 13th of July, 1905, a leading article was published by Sir 
Edward Richard Russell in the Liverpool Daily Post and Liverpool Mercury 
reflecting on the conduct of certain justices of the peace by name 
as members of the Licensing Committee for the Ciiy of Liverpool, 
On the 18th of July, 1905, the justices made an application for 4 
rule that Sir Edward Richard Russell should shew cause why a criminal 
information should not be exhibited against him in respect of the 
leading article ; and the Divisional Court granted a rule wisi. On the 9h 
of August, 1905, Sir Edward Richard Russell appeared before a Divisional 
Court by his counsel to shew cause why the rule should not be made 
absolute against him; and, after hearing argument on both sides, the 
Divisional Court made absolute the rule that a criminal information should 
be exhibited against Sir Edward Richard Russell. On the 11th of August, 
1905, there was published in the issue dated the 12th of August, 1905, of 
a weekly newspaper, the Liverpool Freeman, a leading article entitled “ The 
Post Libel.’’ The article contained the following (amongst other) state. 
ments: ‘‘ A feature of the reign of George, ‘the meddling maniac’ and 
universal muddler, was state prosecutions for all sorts of newly trumped. 
up offences, just as to-day we have prosecutions of passive resisters, 
Welsh education wars, and actions against able editors. The 
details are different, but the spirit of vindictive concert which 
animates these proceedings represents the same old poisonous 
prejudice against everything which is enlightened, liberal, and m.- 
corrupt. It appears like a muddy miasma whenever England become, 
as it was then and it is now, ‘a fen of stagnant waters.’ This mouldy 
statute has been dug up out of its dishonoured oblivion in order, if 

ossible, to hit the editor of the Post and Mercury for a comment which all 

iverpool not licensed to be drunk on or off the premises holds to k 
proper and not unfair. . . For the time has gone by when public 
opinion can be gagged by judicial machinery, and, though all that 
machinery were set in motion, and a host of technical precedents trumped 
up by hair-splitting advocates, it would not make the least difference to 
the just odium in which all that is sound in public opinion must 
hold any man who, accepting a position as magistrate and pled 
his honour to act with rigid equity, allows himself to be swa; 
by considerations of party or of interest by so much as a hair's 
breadth. . . . But though the grand jury may find a true bill there is the 
common jury to be reckoned with. And here once more in these sickly 
times we have to fall back upon the jury as bulwarks of freedom and fre 
speech. For all their panelling and packing the Tory persecutors in the 
‘good old times’ of George the obstinate over and over again split upon 
the rock of twelve good men and true. They had partizans on the bench, 
but at the bar they had a thorn like Erskine, who could make a complete 
hash of their knavery. No jury in the United Kingdom, not impanelled 
by the Working Men’s Conservative Association, would convict in a case 
of this sort. We can prophesy with perfect confidence that the prosecu- 
tion will be a lamentable failure. It isa contemptible affair however looked 
at, and the best thing the eight justices can do is to retire into the 
obscurity they seem most fitting to adorn.” On the 18th of August, 190, 
there was published in the issue dated the 19th of August, 1905, of the 
Liverpool Freeman, a leading article entitled ‘‘The Trade with Glove 
Off.”” The article contained the following (amongst other) statements: 
“‘Of late the ‘trade’ in Liverpool and Birkenhead have developed 
a@ surprising amount of pugnacity. The have indirectly been 
going for the Post for criminal libel, and now they are ‘ going’ 
for the Birkenhead Corporation because it has decided to defray 
the costs of the borough justices in the recent appeal over the power to 
attach conditions to licences. The Liverpool justices, who allege thst 
they were libelled, were advised by the same counsel as the Birkenhead 
Licensed Victuallers’ Association in the proceedings now pending. 
fact may be a pure ‘coincident’ (sic), but it gives rise to the question, 
Who is finding the funds for all this litigation? The fact is that the 
brewers have been hard hit lately, and have got their backs to the wall. 
They have sucked dry so many small investors, who have been induced t 
take comfortable little pubs. which do not pay, that the supply of such 
investors is running short. Snug little pubs. as investments for savings 
are at the present moment ‘off.’”’ The affidayjts further stated that the 
Liverpool Freeman circulates, and is publicly offered for sale, in numerous 
places in the city of Liverpool and the neighbourhood, and the leading articles 
therein are calculated in themselves grievously to prejudice the fair trial of 
the criminal information, and to encourage the publication of similar arti 
on the subject. The Liverpool Freeman is — and published by William 
H. Spelman, at 36 to 44, Thomas-street, Liverpool, for the proprietors, the 
Liverpool Freeman Printing and Publishing Co. (Limited), of 16, Lord 
street, Liverpool. James Christopher Backhouse, of 125, Canning-street, 
Liverpool, journalist, is the managing director of the company, and he is 
also the editor of the Liverpool Freeman. The protection of the court was 
asked from the risk of such further publications, and the court was also 
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asked to exert its prerogative to discourage the discussion of the criminal 
information in the public Press. In support of the motion the facts above 
set out were stated, and it was said that there was a distinct allegation 
that the wine and spirit trade was paying the costs of the ution. 
The articles were calculated to prejudice the class from which the jury 
would be drawn. 

Bray, J.—There will be a rule nisi. I do not think it is probable that 
it will be necessary to hold a special Divisional Court for the argument of 
the rule, but, if necessary, an application on the ground of urgency can 
be aw for the rule to be heard before a Divisional Court on this day 
fortnight. 

Lawrence, J., concurred.—OovnseL, Wooll (F. E. Smith with him). 
Souicirors, Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, for Payne, 
Frodsham, § Bewley, Liverpool. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpovus, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». PONTYPRIDD URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
Farwell, J. 10th and 11th August. 


Loca, GoveRrNMENT—LocaL AvuTHoRITY—Lanp ACQUIRED FOR PARTICULAR 
Porros—E—APPLICATION TO ANOTHER PERMANRNT PurrosE—ULTRA VIREs 
—Exxrctric Licutine Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 56), s. 10—Etecrric 
Ligntine (Ciavses) Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. 19), ScHEDULE 8, clause 8. 


Action. This was an action by the Attorney-General at the relation of 
the trustees of the will of the Right Honourable Augusta Baroness 
Lianover, dated the 16th of August, 1889, to restrain the defendant council 
from erecting a refuse destructor on a piece of land purchased by the 
council from the trustees for the purpose of erecting thereon an electric 
oe station. In 1901 the council obtained a provisional order 

m the Board of Trade under the provisions of the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, for supplying electric light to the urban district 
of Pontypridd. By indenture dated the 3rd of December, 1902, the council 
purchased, not compulsorily, but by agreement, from the trustees the said 
piece of land for the purpose of erecting thereon an electric generating 
station. In December, 1903, the council conveyed a portion of the said 

iece of land to a Mr. Davies for the sum of £250, and took a reconveyance 

m him in consideration of the like sum of £250. No money, in fact, 
passed between the parties, In January, 1904, the council commenced to 
erect a refuse destructor, to be used in connection with the electric 
generating station, on the said portion of the land, and in April, 1904, 
this action was commenced to obtain an injunction to restrain the council 
from proceeding with the erection of the said refuse destructor. Attorney- 
General v. Teddington Urban District Council (42 Soxtcrrors’ Journat 46 ; 
1898, 1 Ch. 66) and Attorney-General v. Hanwell Urban District Council (44 
Soricrrors’ Journat 20, 746; 1900, 1 Ch. 51; 1900, 2 Ch. 377) were 
referred to. 

FarweE.t, J., in giving judgment, said that under section 10 of the 
Electric Lighting Act, 1882, the council had power for the purpose of 
supplying electricity to acquire such lands by agreement, construct such 
works, and do all such acts and things as might be necessary and incidental 
tosuch supply. That section and clause 8 of the Electric Lighting Act, 
1899, read together, meant that the council’s oats of acquisition were 
limited to the special purpose, because it appeared to be implied that if the 
lands were acquired for the purposes of the special order they must be so 
used, and if they were not required for the purposes of the special order, then 
they were not required under the Act and were to be disposed of. The 
words ‘‘ dispose of ’’ in clause 8 meant to sell out and out. Then under 
the Public Health Acts the council had power, as the sanitary authority, 
to — land for the purpose of a refuse destructor. These two powers 
and these objects were perfectly distinct. There was nothing in the Act 
of 1899 which justified what the council had done, and the erection of a 
refuse destructor was ultra vires. He granted the injunction.—CovunseL, 
Upjohn, K.0., and Howell; Danckwerts, K.C., and R. J. Parker. Souicrtors, 
Freshfields ; Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, for J. Colenso 
Jones, Pontypridd. 

[Reported by P. Jonn Botanp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


REX », RUSSELL AND OTHERS. Ex parte MORRIS AND OTHERS. 
Div. Court. 9th August. 

Orman InrormMation—Licenstnc Justices—Rate To BE LEVIED FOR 
CompENsATION—J UDICIAL AND MINISTERIAL DuTIEsS—ALLEGATION THAT THE 
Justices HAD AcTED IN THE Matrer AS REPRESENTATIVES OF THE TRADE— 
Ricur or Justices To Procrep py INFORMATION AND Not By ACTION. 


In this case a rule nisi had been obtained calling upon the editor and the 
printerand publisher respectively of the Liverpool Daily Post and Mercury 
to shew cause why a criminal information should not be laid against them 
for publishing certain alieged false and scandalous libels in that news- 

per concerning the applicants, who were the licensing committee of 
Xiverpool, ‘The gist of the alleged libel was that the magistrates 
m question were opposed to the reduction of licences, and 
Were really acting as the allies of the brewers, and therefore 
Were neither straightforward in the position they appeared to have 

up nor impartial in their deciaion. In shewing cause against the 





rule it was said that even if their affidavits had remained unanswered - 
there was no ground for invoking this prerogative remedy where the only 
grievance was that in the di of a purely administrative function 
they had been made the subject of a perfectly temperate and legitimate, 
if severe, criticism. Criminal informations had been granted much more 
sparingly in recent years, the tendency being to restrict them to cases in 
which the libel alleged was published of persons occupying a judicial or 
official position in respect of the discharge of their duties and in which the 
libel was in terms gross and scandalous. If those conditions were not 
fulfilled the practice was to refer the applicant to his ordinary remedy : 
Reg. v. Labouchere (2 Q. B.D. 362). Im support of the submission that 
the functions of the licensing committee were in no sense judicial 
Reg. v. Boulter (1897, A. C. 556), The Royal Aquarium v. Parkinson 
(1892, 1 Q. B. 431), and Reg. v. Howard (1902, 2 K. B. 363) were cited. 
In support of the rule it was pointed out that the serious part of 
the article consisted in the allegation that these justices were acting in 
fact as the representatives of a trade. That was an imputation that 
they were allowing a private motive to influence them in the exercise of 
their public duty. It was clear that if licensing justices were deciding on 
the amount ofa levy under the Licensing Act they were exercising their 
authority as magistrates. These justices had a right to ask for protection. 
To say that there was no necessity for this because they could bring 
separate actions for libel was an idle suggestion. They did not wish to 
bring actions with a view of putting money in their pockets at the expense 
of 4 Edw. Russell, and such actions could not lead to any sa’ 

result. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Lawrance and Riniey, JJ.) held 
that this was a case that called for a remedy by means of a criminal infor- 
mation. The rule therefore would be made absolute against Sir Edw. 
Russell, the editor, but as it had not been shewn that Mr. Jeans, the printer 
aud publisher, had any controlling influence in what appeared in the news- 
paper the rule would be discharged against him, but without costs. Order 
accordingly.—CounseL, Asquith, K.C., Horridge, K.C., and Hemmerde ; Sir 
Edward Clarke, K.C., Taylor, K.C., and F. E. Smith. Soxscrrors, Field, 
Roscoe, § Co. ; Sharpe, Parker, § Co. 

[Reported by Ersxine Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 








Obituary. 


Mr. George Shorto. 


Mr. George Shorto, the Town Clerk of Exeter, died on the 23rd ult., 
at the age of sixty-nine years. Mr. Shorto always hada love for soldiering, 
and during the Crimean War he determined to go to the front. He enlisted 
in the Rifle Brigade, was in the trenches at Sevastopol, and after the war 
was stationed for some time at Malta. A few years later he left the 
army, and eventually entered the office of Mr. Denis Moore, who was for 
a long time Town Clerk of Exeter. Mr. Denis Moore was an enthusiastic 
Volunteer, and eventually retired with the honorary rank of major. He shot 
in the county team on more than one occasion, and won several prizes. The 
members of the company, as a mark of their appreciation, presented him 
with one of the battalion team challenge cups when they won it. 
Mr. Shorto served with Mr. Denis Moore until the death of the latter. 
When Mr. Bartholomew Gidley was elected town clerk, Mr. Shorto became 
his chief assistant. While serving with Mr. Gidley the deceased took up 
his articles and became a solicitor. Upon the death of Mr. Gidley in 
1888 he was unanimously chosen town clerk. At the same time he was 
appointed clerk to the asylum committee, anda few years ago, on the 
death of Mr. Bremridge, he became clerk of the During Mr. 
Shorto’s town clerkship the duties enormously increased, and the tax upon 
his time and energies of late years was very great. The building of the 
asylum, the acquisition of the canal and waterworks, the extension of the 
operations of the museum governors, and taking over of the electric light 
works, the construction of the tramways, and the extension of the city 
boundaries, all added to the business of the town clerk’s department. 
Mr. Shorto was a staunch Churchman, and in politics a Conservative. 


Mr. Lewis Charles Innes. 


Mr. Lewis Charles Innes, late judge of Madras High Court, died at 
Sevenoaks on Tuesday, in his eighty-first year. He entered the Madras Civil 
Servicefrom Hailey bury sixty-one yearsago. Afterserving for two decadesin 
various districts of Southern India as successively assistant collector and 
magistrate, sub-judge, and civil and sessions j , Mr. Innes was - 
moted to the bench of the Madras High Court in 1865, and re ed 
thereon until his retirement in 1883, after a service in India extending 
over the unusual periodof nearly forty years. He uently acted as Chief 
Justice of the court, and was Vice-Chancellor of the University, in 
the affairs of which he took a keen interest, from 1874 to 1880. Hic 
Digest of the Law of Easements has passed through several editions. 








The annual dinner of the Institute of Journalists was held this week in 
the Hotel Mont Dore, Bournemouth. Mr. David T. Sandeman, the 
retiring president, occupied the chair. Lord Malmesbury, in proposing 
‘* The Institute of Journalists,”’ said one of the great signs of health in 
this country was the influence which the press exercised within its proper 
channels over the minds of the various countries. By the proper channels 
he meant that those who were closely connected with the press represented 
the intellect, capability, honesty, good feeling, and love of their own 
country. 
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Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Epwarp Wituum Mitner-Jones, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Recorder of the Borough of Carmarthen, in the room of Mr. 
Arthur Griffith Poyer Lewis, barrister-at-law, resigned. 


General. 


The following notice has been gazetted: ‘‘ Privy Council Office, August 
29, 1905. Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. Notice is hereby given that, 
after the expiration of forty days from the date hereof, it is proposed to 
submit to his Majesty in Council, in pursuance of the above-mentioned 
Act, the draft of an Order in Council relating to the registry, lettering, 
and numbering of British sea fishing boats. And notice is hereby further 
given that, in accordance with the provisions of the Rules Publication Act, 
1893, copies of the proposed draft Order in Council can be obtained by any 
public body, within forty days of the date of this notice, at the Privy 
Council Office, Whitehall.”’ 


It is practically certain, says the Daily News, that when the Birmingham 
Revision Court meets, early this month, the question of duplicate votes 
will be again raised, and the revising barrister asked to reconsiderhis decision 
of last year, when he removed from the list the duplicate names of a number 
of voters. In this way hundreds of names were swept off. This year the 
overseers have reinstated all the names so removed, and in the absence 
of specific instructions to the contrary it was their duty to do so, in order 
that a man with more than one qualification may have the opportunity of 
electing where he will vote. Should the revising barrister adhere to his 
former ruling it is inevitable that a large number of names will again be 
removed. It may, however, be expected that in this event the political 
agents will ask leave to argue the question out anew. 


In the City of London Court, on Wednesday, says the Times, the South 
African Super-Aeration (Limited), Alderman’s-house, Bishopsgate, sued 
Mr. Theodore Distin, 33, Upper Bedford-place, for £3 12s. 6d., the amount 
of a call at 2s. 6d. on fifty shares in the plaintiff company. Mr. Watson 
Dwyer, who appeared for the defendant, said the defence was that since 
the action had been brought a voluntary liquidator of the company had 
been appointed, and, therefore, the right of bringing the action vested in 
the liquidator. Mr. F. P. Kingham, chartered accountant, 9, Fenchurch- 
street, said he had been appointed voluntary liquidator to the company, 
and he was practically the plaintiff. Mr. Dwyer said the action had been 
brought by the company. Immediately a voluntary liquidation was 
resolved upon the powers of directors ceased altogether, and they vested 
in the liquidator. Judge Lumley Smith, K.C., said the action was brought 
before the liquidation, and the action was, therefore, pending at the time 
the liquidator was appointed. The liquidator now took the place of the 
directors, although the action would proceed in the name of the company. 
Mr. Dwyer pointed out that the effect of such a decision was to settle the 
list of contributors which he submitted ought to be settled by the 
liquidator. Judge Lumley Smith asked if there was any application to 
take the defendant’s name off thelist of contributors. Mr. Dwyer admitted 
that he had not taken that step. Judge Lumley Smith pointed out that 
contributors were people who were on the register and who were made to 

y up something beyond the call. He was quite satisfied that the 
quidator was entitled to go on with the present action, and he gave 
judgment for the plaintiffs with costs. 

The Lord Chancellor, who is vigorously maintaining the traditional long- 
evity of the occupants of his office, was, says the Globe in “‘ Wig and Gown,” 
brought perilously near a sudden close to his career in his foresenic days. An 
insane emt fired a revolver at him while he was defending a prisoner 
at the Old Bailey in 1857. Lord Halsbury, who, like Lord Lyndhurst, is 
“bright asa bee at eighty,’’ may almost claim to personify the unity of the 
Kingdom. He is of Irish descent through his mother, and he presided at 
the banquet at which Sir Richard Henn Collins and Lord Justice Mathew 
were entertained by the Irish members of the bench and bar when they 
were promoted to their present posts. For many years he was the leader 
of the South Wales circuit, and the heavy fees he was able to command 
for his services once prompted a facetious judge to describe him as “a 
Welshman by extraction.’”’ With Scotland his connection is less intimate, 
but his judgment in the Free Church case has certainly made his 
influence widely felt north of the Tweed. In the entire roll of Chancellors 
from the date of the Norman Conquest there are only two holders of the 
Great Seal whose tenure of office has been longer than Lord Halsbury’s 
Lord Eldon, with his twenty-five years of service, heads the list, and Lord 
Hardwicke, who was Lord Chancellor from 1737 to 1756, comes second. 
After Lord Halebury, who ranks third on the list, comes Lord Thurlow, 
who held office for fourteen years. ‘‘ Lord Thurlow,’ writes Lord Camp- 
bell, ‘‘ was very kind to his brothers. - « He provided likewise very 
amply for his other kinsmen.”” The shortest Chancellorship on record is 
that of Charles Yorke, the son of the first Lord Hardwicke, which lasted 
— ene See. Few coos —~ be reno to him on the 17th of 

anuary, 1770, and he died on the 20th of January, before his patent of 
peerage had been made out. oi “ss 


At Worship-street, on Wednesday, says the Times, Gustave Krause, a 
well-dressed German, of City-road, was summoned by the Incorporated 
Law a for falsely representing and holding himself out as a solicitor. 
Mr. Humphreys prosecuted. Mr. Mack, solicitor, defended. Mr. Hum- 
phreys stated that under the 12th section of the Act the offence was 
punishable by a fine of £10. The Law 





3 B > Thornley, Durham 
Society regarded it as a very bad Bacoasa, Wiis Bowaso, Brighton Sept 


case, as the circumstances were not those of ordinary misrepresentation, 
From letters and circulars published and advertisements in German news- 
papers published in London, it appeared as if a sort of association of legal 
persons existed for the transaction of legal work. The matter had been 
taken up by the Law Society in consequence of one letter, which he read, 
It was headed. “‘ English and Continental Law and General Legal Pro. 
ceedings Institute, 9, City-road, London, E.C. Dr. F. Kaplan, solicitor 
for the Continent; W. Hardy, assistant solicitor; Gustave Krause, 
manager (to whom all inquiries should be made).”” It was addressed to 
Mrs. Burton, 2, Angell-road, Brixton, and read : “‘ Madam, I am instructed 
by my client, Baron Von Knubelsdorf Brenkenhoff, who has been grossly 
insulted by your daughter, Mrs. Price, in your house last Saturday, that 
else Mrs. Price does not apologize by return of post I shall take 
proceedings against her. I write to you as the baron told me that 
you have had much trouble lately and that he would rather 
like to help you than to trouble you also.—Yours truly, G, 
Krause & Co.’”? Mr. Mack at this point said his client wished to 
shorten matters, and would plead guilty. Mr. Humphreys said the matter 
of the baron arose from the advertisements in the German local papers, 
and the baron gave offence in some way to Mrs. Burton’s daughter, who 
very promptly took matters into her own hands and turned the baron out 
of the house. One advertisement of the ‘‘ Institute”’ set out that ‘‘ Legal 
and criminal proceedings were undertaken in conjunction with German 
and English lawyers ” ; adding ‘‘ Speciality — arrangements with 
creditors.’’ Another advertisement announced, ‘‘German and English 
Legal Protection in London.—The Legal Institution at 9, City-road takes 
in hand all kinds of criminal and civil cases, debt recovery, and carrying 
through divorce cases in England and abroad.” The Dr. Kaplan 
announced on the first circulars was a member of the German Legal 
Society, Berlin University, and on the matter being brought to his know- 
ledge he repudiated all connection with the ‘‘ Institute,’’ and was indig- 
nant that his name had been used. Mr. Mack said the defendant as a 
foreigner had not been aware of how far he could go, and in issuing the 
circulars was not acting in bad faith. Mr. Cluer remarked that he noticed 
that the advertisements set out that claims would be recovered without 
charge ; that was, he thought, very suggestive. Mr. Mack, admitting the 
defendant was not a solicitor, said all he wanted was business among 
Germans. Mr. Oluer said the danger was that where persons held them- 
selves out as qualified and holding certain status there might be a great 
deal of bad law and very large costs. He fined the defendant £5 and three 
guineas costs. The money was paid. 








The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 


Sept. 7.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CranFiz.p, at the Mart, at 2:— 

REVERSIONS : . 

To a Share of a Trust Estate, value £10,000, on decease of the survivor of lives 
aged 60 and 62 respectively, with Policies. Solicitors, Messrs. Damant & Sons, 
‘West Cowes. 
In certain events, to One-fifteenth of Freehold Premises, Nos, 536, King’s-road, 
Chelsea. Solicitors, Messrs. Baker, Baker, & Co.. London. 
To Seven-twentieths of a Trust Fund, value £12,328; lady aged 54. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Phythian & Bland, ester. 

To One-tifth of Trust Funds, value £4,109, with Policy of Assurance for £600; 
lady aged 61; also an exactly Similar Interest. Solicitors, Messrs. Karuth, 
Browne, & Higgs, London. 

LIFE INTERESTS: 
In Property in Wilts, producing £25 per annum, with Policies for £1,450; 
tleman aged 50. Solicitors, Messrs. Peacock & Goddard, Messrs. Helder, 
oberts, & Co., and W. H. Winterbotham, Esq., all of London; and Messrs. 
R, D. 8 & Symonds, Bournemouth. 

In Trust Funds represented by £3,000 Deferred Annuity East Indian Railway Co., 
together with Policies for £2,000; gentleman aged 32. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Karuth, Browne, & Hi London. 

POLICIES for £2,000, £1,000. Solicitors, Messrs. Hunter & Haynes, London. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Ciarm. 
London Gazette.—Farivay, Aug. 29. 


, Cycle Hotel, Old Elvet, Durham Sept 25 Perry v Wright, 
. Ferens, Durham 


Waicat, Ricuarp Wacter 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cuarm. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Aug. 25. 
AgmitacE, Mercy Aww, Gt Missenden, Bucks Sept30 Mumford & Co, Bradford 
Arxinsoy, Jou, come, Ecclesfield, Publican 26 Sith & Co, Sheffield 
Arxinson, Manta, Southey, Ecclesfield Sept 26 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Avis, Joux, Heigham, Norwich, Builder Sept 25 Goodchild, Norwich 
Baxter, Heapeat Fiemixc, Fitzjohn’s av, Hampstead Oct 7 Nicholson & Co, 


Princes st, Storey’s gate ' 
Biaspy, Bewsamin Evuwins, Kew, Surrey, Builder Sept16 Smith & Burrell, Richmond 

es Sept 25 Malkin & Co, Rectory House, 
8 


Bovitt, Cuanies Epwakgp, South Norwood 

Boycort, Gunton Evia Geratpixe Dicsy, Roehampton, Surrey Sept 30 Witham & 
, Gray’s inn 

Desens, Groroz Joux, Edmonton Sept 30 Braikenridge & Edwards, Bartlett's 


Sept 18 Watson & Smith, Durham 
29 . Hove 








£1,450; 


ray Co., 
essrs. 


Wrig ht, 


& Co, 


shmond 
House, 


ham & 
artlett’s 
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(uarPELL, Jonn Grorce, Upper Addison gdns, Kensington Sept 21 Robinson & Co, 
Charterhouse 
area, Sunenea, Upper Addison gdns, Kensington Sept 21 Robinson & Co, Charter- 
ouse 


CGurton, THomas, Kingsland rd, Umbrella Maker 25 A Clifton, Kingsland rd 
ich, Engineer Se i pt 30 Pettiver & Pearkes, College 


Coreman, THomas Dania, Greeawi 
eo, Capt B P, Ratho Gart, co Galway Sept 1 C V Creagh, Charlton rd 
Crea th rpe y pt ’ 


Dawson, Grorce, York Sept 30 EJ & A Peters, York 
Fox, Exiza, Scarborough Sept 30 Braikenridge & Edwards, Bartlett’s bldgs 
GazeTver, Mrs Mina, 8t Lawrencerd, North Kensington Sept 30 Roberts, Ladbroke 


_, A St Albans, Hertford Sept30 Edell & Gordon, ring st, Cone 
Gercory, Joun VEssry, Newcastle upon Tyne, Coal Fitter Sept 30 Cooper & Goodger, 


Newcastle upon Tyne 
Honcrs, Grorcr, Thornbury, Glos Sept 29 Crossman & Co, Thornbury, R 8 O 

Hucues, Marcaret, Denbigh Oct 1 Foulkes-Roberts, Denbigh 

Jackson, MarGazert, Tho St Andrew, Norfolk Aug31 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 
Jounson, Saran, Aston, Warwick Sept 22 Beale & Co, Birmingham 

Joxzs, Davin Warkix, Cardiff Oct 19 Davies, Cardiff 

Kear, CARMELO Formosa, Manchester, a ag Pa 26 Lingard & Gaunt, Manchester 
Kisk, Jonny, Birmingham Sept19 Williams, Bi 





Masnep, Queem Guasem, Cheetham, Manchester Sept 30 Field & Cunningham, Man- 


Mitwz, Anprew, Preesall with Oct 4 Howarth, Bury 

Movroy, Carouine, Ti Dayman & Fisher, , Tiverton 

NorrineHam, Jaye, East Mount rd, You *aent 38 EJ&Aa Peters, York 

Pickserine, ALFRED, Sheffield Bept 29 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 

wena, pestan, Ightenhill Park, nr Burnley, Market Gardener Oct 2 Bulcock, 


urnley 
Rarssove, Geores, Bromwich +19 Williams, an yy 
— £.ven Hargeiette, Wye Vicarage, nr Ashford, Sept 23 Sutton & Co, Gt 


ester st 
Riae, Sour tie Movunsey, Bexhill on Sea Sept 20 Leach, Serjeants’ inn 
Roserts, JOHN eng oe Brixton Oct 21 Bolton 2’ Co, Temple gdns 
Rorawe t, Jos Wi1so0n, F Novl Doyle & 
— ~~ Right Hon Sir Beryuagrp, Oxford, Bast PC, "FRS Sept 30 Stockton & Sons, 


Scu.ieMann, Bertaorp, Penarth, Coal Exporter Oct 3 py & Pratt, Cardiff 
Vanvox, Henry, West Cromwell rd, South Kensington Oct 1 Farrer & Co, Lincoln'sinn 


Wa xinsaaw, Wititam, Winchfield, Hants Oct 4 Stephenson & Co, fouhest st 
Wiuiams, ArTaur Epwarp, Balham Oct 6 Courtenay & Co, Gracech: 
Wiseman, ~ Sackville st, Piccadiily, Tailor Sept 25 Oliver & Co, ‘Warwick st, 


Lear, Auicg, Garton on the 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gaszette.—Fuipay, Aug. 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AssoTt, Grorce, Gt al Fisherman Gt Grimsby 
Pet Auzi9 Ord Aug 
aa mee (tm A York Pet Aug19 Ord 


Aug 19 

Astox, Witt1am Atonzo, Gravelly Hill, Warwick, Die 
Sinker Birmingham Pet July 27 Ord Aug 23 

mers, age = pes agen, Baker Warrington 

et Aug 

Bowers, Frank ying 6 rd, Islington, Stockbroker’s 
Clerk High Court Pet July 20 Ord Aug 22 

oe, > Ernest 7 oe Malvern Wells, Grocer Worcester 


Aug 23 
dg, dl Harlesden, Hairdresser High Court 
Pet July 28 Ord Aug 23 
CarLein, E, Moorgate * Estate Agent High Court Pet 
July 10 Ord Aug21 
Gusw, Jous, Bie a yer Merchant Birming- 
ug 23 


Dyes, Geouan, Opper st, st, tae m, Woollen Merchant 
High Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Epwarps, Epwarp Tuomas, Pontypridd, Coal Miner 
Pontypridd Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Epwarps. Tsomas James, Rhosllanerchrugog, Grocer 

W Pet Aug22 Ord Aug 22 

Giexister-JonEes, ARNOLD Hvuaues, Sheffield, Commercial 
Traveller Sheffield Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Hamitton, Sir Franois, Walsingham, R 8 O, Norfolk 
Norwich Pet July25 Ord Aug 22 

Hanness, Cornetivs Bennett, Potter’s Bar, Hertford 
St Albans Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 18 

Haggis, Freprrick Georcr, Brinkworth, Wilts, Baker 
Swindon Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Eu, ALrrep James, Eaton, Norwich, Cashier Norwich 
Bet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Hopeson, CiirForp, —_—. Mechanic Leicester Pet 
Aug 23 Ord A 

Hopkins, ALBERT dag Gt Grimsby, Musical Instrument 
Dealer GtGrimsby Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

James, Joun Anaet, L , Flint, Builder Chester Pet 

Ord Aug 21 

Jovzs, Ennest, Boscombe Exeter Pet Aug 22 os Ange 

Kanacianis, Constantine, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff 
Aug 2l Ord Aug 21 

Kiprrrs, Joun Arpeat, High Holborn, soma Agent 

h Court Pet Aug 22 Ord A 

Macax, Hue O’Donoauvur, Surbiton 
Surrey Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 

McAxpiz, Jouw Ferrous, Timm Sof Poulti:y Salesman 
Liverpool Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Mippiexvrst. Tuomas, St Helens, Lancs, Hay and Pro- 
vender Dealer Liverpool Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 22 

Mowxman, Joan, West Hartlepool, Clerk Sunderland Pet 
July 4 Ord Aug 18 

Morey, Samvet Georae, Bristol, News Agent Bristol Pet 
Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Mornisu, Francis, Bristol, Cycle Manufacturer Bristol 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Nickxets, Jesse Antipas, Chilham, —— Poultry Farmer 
Canterbury Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 2 

Tortiss, SamveL, Whitwick, Leicester, ene Burton on 

@ cana Olen Ord Ang $5, k rd, Ph hi 

eM, Grorce WILLIAM, ar) Photographic 
Material Dealer Wandsworth Pet "Aug 23 Ord 


Kingston, 


ingham 
olds, York Bept 30. FI & A Peters, York 





Travers, Marx Owen, and Groncina TRAVERS, Sem, 
Ladies’ Tailors Brentford Pet Augl Ord Augl 
ier ow rm ¥ Northampton Northampton Pet 
ug 23 Aug 
Vero, Epwarp Henay, Dewsbury, F aaad Card Maker | 
Dewsbury Pet Aug 23 Ord A 
Hi Lincoln, Florist | 


Wayman, Tuomas Epwarp, 
‘borough Pet Aug 23 Ord A 
Wixsrzar, Joun Turin, idaleabroughe ‘Tailor Middles- 
brough Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
FIRST MEETINGS. | 
Ackroyp, Harry, Knaresborough 4 4at2.30 Off Rec, | 
House, Duncombe pl, Yor | 
Bowers, Franx Percy, Church rd Py iain n, Stockbroker's 
Clerk Sept 6 at 12 Bankrupte bl Carey st } 
Boren, Exxest I.ivrs, Malvern Wells, lis, Grocer Sept 6 at 
ll. jpenhagen at, Worcester 
Camrsett, Coum, » Leicester, Setetey aaa Sept 
atl2 Off Reo, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 








Cap.ein, E, Moorgate “ Estate Agent Sept4ati Bank- 
cute Sonar Soe ag Cheltenham, Cutler Sept 4 at4 
unty Court bldgs, Chel! 


itenham 

Coss, Bovwans —— Alford, Lines, Cycle Dealer Sept 6 
at 2 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

CouueTT, 5 tens — "Wiuram, Worcester, Carpenter 

2at11.30 45, Co; st, Worcester 

Co.tuins, Epwakrp, SAMUEL aTTon, Grorce Harry 
WALKER, Frank SELLERS, James Seviers, and 
Wituram Hewey Seviers, Ashton under Lyne, Cabinet 
ms acturers Sept 2at11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


Dyer, rer g Upper st, Islington, Woollen Merchant 
Sept 6 at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Epwarps, ALFrrep, Knutsford, Teens Draper Sept 4at3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, 

Fairs, saree, Derby, Coach Builder Sept 2atil Off 

7, Full st, Derby 

Hawes, hn Oxford, Job Master Sept 2 at 12 Off Rec, 
1, St Aldate’s, O: xford 

Hosen, Percy Ronanp, Lyminge, nr Folkestone, Builder 
Sept 2at12 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Hoop, W H, Milto 
Bankru) , Carey st 

Hoy te, Nancy, James Arraur Hoyie, Morecambe, 
Leather Merchants Sept 5 at 10.45 Off Rec, 14, Chapel 
at, Preston 

Hurtcurssox, Sipvey, Lincoln, \ ceed Sept 2 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 


Jaao, Franx, Twickenham, School Proprietor Sept 4 at 12 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

JENKINS, Morea, Mardy, Glam, Colliery Repairer Sept 4 
at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Kerrerincuam, Atrrep, Norwich, Fruiterer Sept 2 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Kus, Bensamiy, Preston, Tailor Sept 5 at 11.15 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Punxixctox, — Bushbury, Stafford, Grocer Sept 5 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Pircuer, Wine, Saddlebow, PNorfolk, Market Gardener 
Sept 6at il Court House, King’s Lynn 

Porrer, Davip Groner, Derby, Commission Agent Sept 
2at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Fuca, Wim, Mardy, Glam, Getlery Repairer Sept 4 


at 12 135, High st, hyr Ty 

Ritey. Hervert, Brierfield, eng ee Sept 5 at 11 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Savace, FREDERICK WILuiam, Old Catton, Norfolk Com- 
ee 9 Director Sept 4 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, 


SHATTOCK, _ Newport, Builder Sept 6 at 11 Off 
Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

SaiTHsoN, Ernest Lonerie.p, ton, Yorks, Bookseller 
Sept 5at4 74, Newborough, borough 

Sraincer, Frepeaick, and Grorer Witiiam Baoox, 
Castleford, Yorks, Ironmongers Sept 4 at 11 Off Ree, 6, 
Bond ter, Wakefield 

Sturass, Erxest Cartes, Victoria Park rd, Provision 
Dealer Sept5at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

TANNER, a © and Caartes Hersert Tanner, Raunds, 

Teens Builders Sept2at 11 Off Rec, Bridge 

at, 


orthampton 
Tixstry, Wiuam, Birkdale, Grocer SeptGat12 Off Ree, 
35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Teayee Mask Owen, and Groreixa Travers, Chiswick, 
Ladies’ Tailors lng a 4at3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
Weisz, Samvgt, Salf Lanes, Furrier Bept 4at2.30 Of 
, Byrom st, Man 
Wooparap. Jouy, kpool, Cabinet Maker Sept 5 at 
10.30 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asvase, ¢ Groner, Gt Cte, Fisherman Gt Grimsby 
Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 
Aannorn, : Lai, 2. aan York PetAugi9 Ord 


Aug 1 

Batenevs, Frepeaiox, Warrington, Baker Warrington 
Pet 21 Ord Aug 21 

Baauey, ~~ , a 5 Flixton, Lancs, Architect 
Bal Pet June 29 Ord Aug 22 


ford | 
Bares, Atrrep, Whitstable, Oycle Agent Canterbury Pet 
J 


uly 31 Ord Aug 21 


a, Ernest arte Malvern Wells, Grocer Worcester | 


23 Ord Aug 23 
Bonu, Waren Taaac, ms 3 Rwy 


pton, Boot 

=e a Aue 

Custenaen ang Ba jurst, “s Norwood 
Croydon Pet June 24 Ord Aug 22 


n st, Woollen Merchant Sept 5 at 1 








mt st 
Worstescrort, Joun, Streathbourne road, Upper Tooting Oct 31 Diggles & Ogden, 
Manchester 


Epwarps, Epwarp Txomas, ye Coal Miner 
Pontypridd Pet Aug 23 Ord A 

Epwarps, Tomas JAmes, Hoellanerchrogoe, Grocer 

Wrexham Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Gimsox, Cuartes, Lawrence In, Builder High Court Pet 
Feb 28 Ord Aug 21 

GLENISTER-JONES, ARNOLD HuGuHEs, ——-.: \~ eee 
Traveller Sheffield Pet Aug 23 Ord A 

Green, by agg B ea eens, 8st Tan's Wood 
High Court PetJuly7 Ord Aug 19 

Harness, Cornevius Bexnert, Little Heath, Potter’s Bar 
St Albans Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 18 

Haraeis, Frepeaick Georce, Brinkworth, — Baker 
Swindon Pet Aug 21 Cot Bug Hh 


Hemmine, Heyry, Bi 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 23 
iy, Serene ca Sam Norwich, Cashier Norwich 
, Mechanic Leicester Pet 
pn Sy aesees Dix, Gt Ginte, Musical Instrument 


Gt Grimsby Pet A Ord Aug 22 
Jongs, Ernest, Bournemouth Pet Aug 22 Ord 


Karaoianis, 0 Constantive, Cardiff, Grocer Pet Aug 21 


Képprrs, py Abert, High Holborn, ee nas Agent 
High Court Pet Aug 22 ont ans = 

McArp.ie, Joux — = Orie, Poultry Salesman 
Li Pet A’ 22 


ug 22 

Macay, wen BS pene) Surbiton, Surrey 
Surrey Pi 22 Ord 

Meenacu, hone » 

ue: ae & 
DDLEHURST, THOMAS, 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 

Morrisu, Feancis, Biol Cycle Manufacturer Bristol 
Pet Aug 22 Ord A 

NICKELS. JESSE Ariss Chan, Kent, Poultry Farmer 
Canterbury Pet A a oe Aas 21 


Norra, | Wriuiam Bradford, Commission 
Bradford Pet July 20. Ord Aug 22 

Pues se. Mardy, G Colliery Repairer Ponty- 
pridd Pet A Ord Aug 18 

Ropers, ALFRED, BBilliter sq bldgs, Importer High Court 
Pet July 15 Ord Aug 21 

Srrert, Txomas, P Sussex, Builder Brighton 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 22 

Top.iss, Samvet, Whitwick, Leicester, Farmer Burton on 
Trent Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Taavers, Manx Owes, and Gronowwa ore Chiswick, 
Ladies’ Tailors Brentford Ord Aug 1 

Vero, Epwarp Hewyry, Neterton, 
Maker et Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 


Peter- 
Tailor Middlee- 


Waymax, Tromas Bat | 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
WIyspgar, a = Torti, 
brough Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 


Amended notice substituted for 5 «1 maleate 
London Gazette of July 28 


Barout, Francis Le Vesconrs, Moseley, Worcester, 
Te aa Birmingham Pet Jan 5 
y 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Aug 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bitisox, H E, Leicester, ating Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 26 
Bret Aug 38 Ord A 
Aug ug 
CioutTmax, ALBERT Epwarp, ry Builders’ Merchant 
Bristol Pet Aug 26 Cod Ang 3 
wes A oighne Een A u ys 
Cror.ey, Joun, Branston Fen, Lincs, vont ang 3a ta Pet 
ug Ord Aug 24 
ee be pe Heras, Birmingham, Baker Birming- 
Durwarp, we Sol, Gamekeeper Ipe- 
wich Pet Aug 23 Ord 
Fiatu, Jox ba ty Bradford, Green- 
grocer ‘et Aug M Ord Aug 
Fiercars, James Farperick, Lo Fruit Merchant 
Dudley Pet Aug M "Ord % Aug 4 
Fosrsr, Hexay Ry Milford Haven, Cycle Ageat 
P > A Ord aur 2% 
Fox, de Novia Norwich Pet Aug 2 
Ord Aug 26 
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Gooca, Frepertck Henry, East India ss, rd, Under- 
taker Hi 


Court Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 25 

GreevHAton, Jony ss" Oldham, Grocer Oldham 
Pet Aug 25 Ord A 

Hanwyarorp, Caares all ieee, Dairyman Ply- 
mouth Pet Ang 25 Ord Aug 25 

Harris, Witi1am Cavurcuitt, Leamington, o- Manufac- 
turer Warwick Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 

Hareison, Jonx Trayyor, Leeds, Contractor’s Manager 
Leeds Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Hoppinotr, Gerrrupe, Evesham, Nursing Home Pro- 

Worcester Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 26 

Hoox, Joux, Armisy, Leeds Teeds Pet Aug 24 Ord 
Aug 24 

Keiiey, Gzorczt Parker, Eastney, Portsmouth, Fish- 
monger Portsmouth Pet ‘Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Kynastox, Jeux Henry, Sale, Chester, Chemical Agent 
Manchester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Masti, a Higham on the Hill, S chesster, Thrashing 

etor Leicester Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

nee 2 a, ewsbury Dewsbury Pet Aug 24 Ord 
ug 24 

Paruuirs, Poase, Laura pl, Lower Clapton rd, Hackney, 
Furniture Dealer High Court Pet Aug 17 Ord 


Aug 25 

Rocers, Samvet Tyree, Kentish Town rd, Boot Desler 
High Court Pet Aug25 Ord Aug 25 

RosentTHat, WILLIAM, — Yorks, Currier Bradford 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 

Rowstes, Joun, South Petherton, Somerset, Builder Yeovil 
Pet Augl15 Ord Aug 25 

Sanpers, ge poe Lancs, Fruit Dealer Liverpool 

26 


Uy; Aug 

Sarpmay, Warree Krirsy, Wilson Bn senate Printer 
High Court Pet Aug2 Ord A 

Stuons, Artur Witson, Gt Grimsby, Tug Owner Gt 
Grimsby Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 23 

Suita, Argtuur Francis, ae Grocer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Suitu, Samuet, Leeds Leeds Pet Aug24 Ord Pa 

Sparks, George WrssTeR, _——_, Liverpool, er 

ay 5 Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
ae M, — pymt High Court Pet July 31 


Taonas & fox. v, Cardiff, Builders Cardiff Pet June 26 


Txompson, -: a, Lincs, Gansmith Boston 
Pet July 29 Ord Aug 23 

Timms, Farperick, —- Bootmaker Canterbury Pet 
Aug 2 Ord Aug 

Tirrixe, Gzorce fl Malvern, donee Painter 
Worcester Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Tarpr, Wituiam, Luton, Commercial Traveller Luton Pet 
Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Wvers, H P, Droitwich, Licensed Victualler Worcester 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 26 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Apams, Artuur Henry Joseru, Birmingham, Cabinet 
Brass Founder Sept 8 at 12 County Court, Birming- 


Bawyorort, Farprricx, Warrington, Baker Sept 6 at 2.30 
, Byrom st, Manchester 
Bagwey, Wittram CHRIS1 OPHER, Flixton, oy Architect 
6at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manche 

Bearp, Witi1am Ayprew, Penkrid Ee Staffs, Butcher 
Sept 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Braves, ArtHur Wrwyyx, Hessle. York, Cycle Agent 
Sert6at11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Broom & Bors, D, Liverpool, — Sept 6 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 

Bravner, Touts, St Alban's =a Warleeden, Hairdresser 

8atil Bankru hey bldgs, Carey st 
Butrsrs, Samvet, Sheffield, Coachman Sept 6 at 11.30 
, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Cuark, Grorce Wiiiam Woop, Croft, Yorks, Farmer 
Sept 6at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

CrouTmMay, ALBERT Epwarp, Bristol, Builders’ Merchant 
Sept 6at12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

ee 5 Jouy, Branston Fen, peut, Farmer Sept 7 at 12 
Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Linco! 

——_ Roper, Hollesley, Suffolk, per Sept 

2at2 Off . 36, Princes st, Ipewi 

Epwarps, Epwarp Tuomas, Ponty; rida, Coal Miner Sept 
6at12 135, High st, Merthyr Pyaat 

Ex.is, Davip Rozerts, Bangor, House Painter Sept 7 at 
12.15 Magistrates” Room, Bangor 

Firtn, Joz TCRELL, Little Horton, Bradford, Green- 
grocer Sept7at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Fruztrcuur, James Frepericx, Dudley, Worcester, Fruit 
Mevchant Sept 8 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 


st, 
Foxox, Kaien Lowe, Sheffield, Chartered Accountant 
6at11 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Feawxs, Catuenixe. Guisborough, Yorks, = aa Sept 
Off Rec, 8, Albert t rh 
Goocn, Fezpzrickx "Hewaey, Fast, 


Middlesbro 
Undertaker 
Tavill Bankruptcy 


India Dock 
bldgs, Carey st 
Harness, Corserivus Bexnerr, Little Heath, Potter’s Bar, 
Herts Sept 6 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
Haggis, Faepericx bmg Brinkwor'h, Wilts, Baker 
Sept Gatll Off Rec, nt circus, Swindon 
Haraisox, Jonx Same ‘Leeds, Contractor's Manager 
Sept Gat12 Off Rec 22 Park row, Leeds 
. Hexry, Birmingham, Brass Worker Sept 7 at 
il County Court, ag 
me Atraep \seaun, Eaton, Norwich, Cashier Sept 7 
Mg ta 8, King st, nar 
FAs LIFFORD, nic Sept 6at3 Off 
Rec, 1, Be 


Leices 

Hook, Joux, Armiey, Leeds Sept 6 at 11 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Howpes, Farpenicx Grorcz, Leamington Spa, Confectioner 
Bept 6 at 10.45 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Korr, Govrrry. Old Bond — mace Dealer Sept 8 at 12 


1) 
Ktrrzns, Jouxn aperr, High Holborn, Fmpl t 
Agent Sept7 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, © Coven ab — 
aie Monee Aeteae, teen eg | 
Bept Sat12 Off Rec, 31, sea, 





Lorser, Groner, Port Talbot, Glam, Fruiterer’s Assistant 
Sept 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
iormmee, Joun, West Hartlepool, Clerk Sept 7 at 2.30 
M ag 8 iaeer Gene Bastapoal B 1, Ni t 
-—~ AMUEL GzoraE, St A’ es, Bristo! omngens 

Sept 6 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 
Moraisn, Fravcts, Bristol, Oycle Manufacturer Sept 6 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Nickets, Jesse Antipas, Chilham, Kent, Poultry Farmer 
Sept 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, ‘Canterbury 
O'Hara, Jonny, Dewsbury Sept 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, Bank 
chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 
Pearce, JosepH Henry, Adwick on Dearne, Yorks, 
Wheelwright Sept 6 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, 
Sheffield 
Pearson, Henry, seen ae, Fishmonger 
Sept Gata Off Rec ree In, 8) heffield’ 
Perks, ALBERT Epwis, Smethwick, Staffs, Milk Dealer 
Sept 6ati1l 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Parties, Poese, Laura pl, Lower Clapton rd, Hackney, 
Furniture Dealer Sept 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 
Roserts, Davip Ronatp, Shop Newydd, Newmarket, 
General Draper Sept 6 at 2.30 Crypt ‘chmbrs, East- 
gate row. Chester 
Rogers, Samugt Tyrrevt, Kentish Town rd, Boot Dealer 
Sept8ati11 Bankruptcy bid , Carey st 
ete Wi.uram., Skipton, a er Sept 7 at 
3.30 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
SEAGER, Hever Birmingham, Tailor Sept 7 at 12 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 
Saw, aarers, and Cuar.es Seta Tomiinson, Burslem, 
thenware anes Sept 7 at 12 Off Rec, 
King st, Newcastle, Staff: 
SHIPMAN, WALTER Kinsy, ‘Wilson st, Finsbury, Printer 
Sept. 6at11_ Bankruptcy te, Carey st 
Surtu, AnTHur Fraycis, Darlington, Grocer Sept 6 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Situ, HeLtey *ConsTANCE, Eton, Bucks, Milliner Oct 14 at 
3 14, Bedford row 
Surrn, Sauvet, Leeds Sept 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 
Surrn, Wiii1aM James, Sheffield, Grocer Sept 6 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Srreerr, Tuomas, Northch = yen. Sussex, Builder 
pt6at2 King’s Head Hotel, Horsham 
Tatzsor E M, Finsbury pvmt Sept 7 at 11 Bankraptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 
Tay or, Epwin Joun, Sydenham, Builder Sept 7 at 11 30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Tuomas, Tuomas, — Brass Sessier Sept 6 at 12 
117, 8t Mary st, Car diff 
THoursox, Herpert, Boston, Lincs, Gunsmith Sept 14 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 
Tippinc, GEORGE Bexsamty, Malvern, Worcester, Painter 
Sept 8ati11.30 45, C 
Torrem, GEORGE Wits, Balham Park rd, Photographic 
Dealer Sept 7 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 
Bri 
TYLer, eames Horatio, Northampton, Boot Manufac- 
turer Sept6at12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 
Vero, Epwarp Hewyry, Netherton, nr Wakefield. Show 
Card Maker Sept 6 at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
Corporation st, Dewsbury 
WILLIAMSON, Jou Rosert, Long Clawson, Leicester, 
Cheese Factor Sept 6 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Leicester 
Wors.ey, Joun Srapieton, Seaton Carew, nr West Hartle- 
pool, Insurance Agent Sept 7 at2 Grand Hotel, West 
Hartlepool 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bourse, Josepu, aren oe, Farm Bailiff Gt Grimsby 
Pet et Aug 26 Ord 


Buxtoy, Gzorae, Goiembos Park, hey pony Builder 
Kingston, Surrey Pet July 22 Ord Aug 25 

Camp, Gitpert Nickiixson, Luton, Butcher Luton Pet 
Aug 18 Ord Aug 24 

Cotuins, Epwix, Samurt Harton, Grorcz Harry 
Wacker, Franx Se.vers, James Seiigrs, and 
Wi uram Henry Sxtiers, Ashton under Lyne, Cabinet 
Makers Ashton under Lyne Pet July 17 Ord Aug18 


Corxop, Otiver Oldbury, } ra Grocer West Brom- 
wich Pet July 20 Ord Aug 25 

Cropiey, Jony, Branston & aa Lincs, Farmer Lincoln 
Pet Aug 24 Ord A —* 

Durwarp, Roseat, ollesley, Suffolk, Gamekeeper 
Ipswich Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Dygr, Grorce, Upper st, Islinge ine oe Merchant 
High Court Pet Aug 22 O 

E.uiott, Franx, Aldermanbury, Linparter of Straw Goods 
High Court Pet July 10 Ord Aug 24 

Fints, Joz Mirtcuey, Little Horton, Bradford, Green- 
grocer Bradford Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

F.ietcuer, James Frepericx, Dudley, Worcester, Fruit 
Merchant and Commission Agent Dudley Pet Aug 24 
Ord Aug 24 

Foster, Henry Watkins sy Milford Haven, ae 
Agent Pembroke Dock P Aug 25 Ord Aug 

Fox, Hersert, Cromer Norwich Pet Aug 26 Ord’. Ang 26 

GreesHALon, Jouy Samvuet, Oldham, Grocer Oldham 


Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Hannaronrp, Cuaries Epwis, oe Dairyman Ply- 
mouth Pet aug25 Ord Aug 25 

Hargis, Witt1am Cavuronitt, Leamington, onto Manu- 
facturer Warwick Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 

Harrison, Joun Traynor, —_ Guanes Manager 
Leeds Pet Aug 24 Ord Au 

Hicks, Epwarp Rupert, Pickle _ st, Southwark, 
Wharfinger Hi h Court Pet July 21 Ord sw: 

Hoox, Joux, Armley, Leeds Leeds Pet Aug 24 Ord 
Aug 24 

Hoosox, Water, St Anne's on Sea, Lancs, Builder 
Halifax Pet July 18 Ord A 

Howpex, Faeperick Gronoz, oo Spa, Con- 

3 my a Pin & Pet Aug 22 Ord Bot | 

auzs, Jouw Ancrt, Ffynnongroew, Liqnass, t, Builder 
Chester Pet Augl Ord Aug 24 a 





KEttey, Grorcr PARKER, ae, Portsmouth, Fish- 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26° 
Kywastow, Joux Henry, Sale, Chester, Chemical Agent 
chester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 

Manson, Frances BenFiz_p, Guilford st, Russellsq High 
Co Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 26 

Martix, Epwarp, Higham on the Hill, Leicester, Thrash- 
ing Machine Proprietor Leicester Pet Aug 25 Ord 


u 
oH 3 Joux, Dewsbury Dewsbury Pet Aug 24 Ord 
2 


4 
Sean, Henry. oem a Fishmonger 
Sheffield Pet July 27 Ord 24 
Quiysey, ma Halifax, Baker Halifax Pet Aug 5 
Ord 


Aug 

Teanpemaa' i Yorks, Currier Bradford 
Pet aug 24 Ord Aug 2 

Sanpers, Frank, St Helene, same Fruit Dealer Liver- 
pool Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 

Simons, Antaur Witson, Gt > Tug Owner Gt 
Grimsby Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 24 

Smita, ARTHUR Francis, oe Grocer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Sita, Samuet, Leeds Leeds Pet Aug24 Ord Aug %4 

SPaRKs, Grorce Wesster, Kirkdale, Liverpool, Baker 
Liverpool Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Srark, Jony, Brooklands, Chester Macclesfield Pet June 
23 Ord Aug 26 

Srurces, Ervest Cuarves, Victoria Park rd, Provision 
Dealer High Court Pet July 25 Ord Aug 26 

Taytor, Epwis Joun, Sydenham, Builder Croydon Pet 
July 27 Ord Aug 24 

Tuomas, Tromas, Cardiff, Brass Founder Cardiff Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug 25 

Trius, Freperickx, Margate, Bootmaker Canterbury Pet 
Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Tippine, Grorce Bensamry, Malvern, osetia, Plumber 
Worcester Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Toon, —- age st. tae Engineer High 
Court Pet A Ord Aug 24 

WItkixs, GrorGEe ey Weston super Mare, Surveyor 
Bristol Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 25 














fhe 72 LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
Loan & DISCOUNT COMPANY (Ltd.) (Est. 1456) 


Offices St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 4 ny E, 

ADVANCE MONEY on nal security, furniture, l 

life policies, &c., reek’ £0 e, INCLUDIN ’ INTEREST: 
£10 One Year, Monthly £019 3 
£20 ” oo ri 3 8 ” £117 6 
£30 ” a £012 8 ” £216 3 
£50 ~ » mas » was 
pen rg I bills 

sums in portion. erate ra’ or of 

oaLater mums i peck on application to Secretary. (No 


Agents.) 








19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 











Assured fre of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C, 
Assets -« # # £162,906. 
CHAIRMAN FUNDS 
Siz wane WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Bazr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. YEARI 
Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 
Improve Freehold, as or Copyhold Property. 
rowers Interest 4 per "cent. Monthly repa or. 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s, 4d.; 15 years, 15s. 6d.; 
18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s, lid. Survey Fee to £500, 
~a-guinea. 
Prospectus freeof FREDERICK LONG, Manager 
PHGNIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. at 
Davey, | 
PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, Deane: 
ESTABLISHED 1782. Finch, , 
, 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. Healey, 
Lowest Current Rates. Kekewi 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. Mastery 





The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY AUTHORITY 
**T 


Every requisite under the above Acts suppliéd on the 
shortest notice. 


A 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHane Cextivicates, Depenwwres, &c., engraved and 
printed. Ovrictan Sxaxs designed and executed. 
Solicitors’ Account Books. y 
Or Pri 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., Ravin 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., Oxrrus 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn), 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 


